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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 76-118, 122-147 have been examined. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The infomnation disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 5/8/01 was filed after the mailing date 
on 1 1/8/02. The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the 
information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner, 

2. The infomnation disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 5/8/01 was filed after the mailing date 
on 4/8/04. The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the 
infomiation disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 83,116 and 147 are objected to because of the following infonnalities: 

• As per claim 83, note line 1 , "one or ore" is apparently "one or more". 

• As per claim 116, note line 5, "one ore more" is apparently "one or more". 

• As per claim 147, note line 2, "one or more the" is apparently "one or more of the" 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his Invention. 

5. Claims 120 and 121 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

6. Claim 120 recites the limitation "the connection threshold" and 'the target" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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7. Claim 121 recites the limitation "the connection threshold" and "the searcher" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that fomn the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 76-79,81-83,131 ,132 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Gilmour 
et al. (US 6,115,709). 

As per claim 76, Gilmour et al. disclose a computer-implemented method, as claimed, comprising 
reporting matches to search criteria according to whether or not a degree of connection between a 
searcher and a potential target is within a connection threshold (see Fig. 18A [406-410], and column 23, 
lines 21-25). 

As per claim 77, Gilmour et al. further disclose that the connection threshold is established by the 
potential target (see column 21, lines 21-31). 

As per claim 78, Gilmour et al. further disclose that the degree of connection represents a number 
of inter-person relationships between the searcher and the potential target (see column 21 , lines 21-31 , 
where inter-person relationship between the search and the potential target are considered the temns the 
searcher is using to find the potential target). 

As per claim 79, Gilmour et al. further disclose the matches being reported only so long as each 
inter-person connector between the searcher and the potential target satisfies access control criteria (see 
column 21, lines 21-31, where access control is considered the public and private portions of the user 
knowledge profile). 
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As per claim 81 , Gilmour et al. further disclose that some of the matches are reported 
anonymously (see columns 17 and 18, lines 65-67 and 1-2, where unrestricted access without 
authorization is considered being anonymous). 

As per claim 82, Gilmour further disclose that some or all of the matches are not reported until 
permission is granted by an owner of a profile (see column 25, lines 7-20). 

As per claim 83, Gilmour et al. further disclose that one or more of the matches is reported as a 
path to infomnation regarding the potential target (see column 25, lines 1 1-22). 

As per claim 86, Gilmour et al. disclose a computer-implemented method, comprising reporting 
potential matches to search criteria so as to include information regarding degrees of connection (see Fig. 
18D [452], where degrees are considered the relevancy of a target) between a search to each individual 
represented by potential matches, wherein the individuals represented by the potential matches are within 
a specified connection distance from the searcher (see column 23, lines 21-25). 

As per claim 87, Gilmour et al. further disclose that the connection distance is specified by each 
individual represented by the potential matches (see column 21, lines 21-31). 

As per claim 88, Gilmour et al. further disclose that the connection distance is specified by the 
searcher as part of the search criteria (see column 20, lines 9-29, where connection distance is 
considered the threshold value). 

As per claim 90, Gilmour et al. further disclose reporting information regarding the individuals 
represented by the potential matches according to access control instructions provided by those 
individuals concerning levels of details of their personal information which may be revealed to others (see 
column 21, lines 21-31, where access control is considered the public and private portions of the user 
knowledge profile). 

As per claim 91 , Gilmour et al. further disclose that the matches are reported in accordance with 
access control instructions provided along connection paths between the searcher and the potential 
target concerning levels of details of personal information which may be revealed to others (see column 
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21, lines 21-31, where access control is considered the public and private portions of the user knowledge 
profile). 

As per claim 131, Gilmour et al. further disclose that the matches are ranked according to the 
connection attributes (see Fig. 18D [442], where shaded region denotes ranking). 

As per claim 132, Gilmour et al. further disclose the connection attributes comprise strength of 
connection (see column 23, lines 21-31). 

10. Claims 102-105,108-110,112,117,122-125.143,144,146,147 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Weinreich et al. (US 6,175,831). 

As per claim 102, Weinreich et al. disclose a computer-implemented system, as claimed, 
comprising a software broker configured to report matches to search criteria established by a searcher, 
the matches representing individuals having personal profiles that satisfy one or more of the search 
criteria, the personal profiles having been established using contact and relationship management tools to 
enter contact infonnation and describe relationships to those contacts (see column 4, lines 5-19), said 
tools provided by the computer-implemented system and further configured to organize said contacts into 
categories; said matches being reported if individuals represented thereby are within a contact threshold 
(see column 20, lines 41-54). 

As per claim 103, Weinreich et al. further disclose that each contact threshold is established by a 
user who established the associated personal profile (see column 14, lines 36-51). 

As per claim 104, Weinreich et al. further disclose that the matches are reported only if trust 
criteria between the searcher and the individuals associated with the personal profiles that satisfy the 
search criteria are met (see column 14, lines 36-51). 

As per claim 105, Weinreich et al. disclose a computer-implemented method, as claimed, 
comprising autonomously brokering connections between a searcher and a target so as to provide 
infomnation regarding inter-personal connections between the searcher and the target according to 
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access control instructions of individuals represented by the inter-personal connections regarding levels 
of details of thennselves (see column 20, lines 41-54) and their contacts that may be shared with others 
(see column 12, lines 48-58). 

As per claim 108, Weinreich et al. further disclose determining whether or not a connecting 
individual in an inter-personal connection path from the searcher to the target is a member of a group to 
which a succeeding connector in the path has granted access to the succeeding connector's contact 
information (see column 20, lines 41-54, where contact information is implied by searching for members 
connected to indirectly, meaning, contact infomnation from another member). 

As per claim 109, Weinreich et al. further disclose determining, for one or more connecting 
individuals in an inter-personal connection path from the searcher to the target, whether or not each 
preceding connector in the path has been granted by their respective succeeding connector a specified 
level of access to that succeeding connector^s contact information (see column 12, lines 48-58). 

As per claim 110, Weinreich et ah further disclose determining, for one or more connecting 
individuals in an inter-personal connection path from the searcher to the target, whether or not a 
preceeding connector in the path has been granted a specified level of access to the connecting 
individual that is at least a high as a level of access that the connecting invididual has been granted by a 
succeeding connector to which the connecting individual will refer a search request.(see column 12, lines 
48-58, where granting is considered confimning the validity of the defined relationship, which allows 
access to the database of a chain of users). 

As per claim 1 12, Weinreich et al. further disclose access control instructions comprising defining 
criteria for responses to a search (see column 12, lines 48-58), 

As per claim 117, Weinreich et al. disclose a computer-implemented method, as claimed, 
comprising autonomously brokering a connection between a searcher and a target using one or more 
profiles of contact lists of one or more likely connectors in a connection path between the searcher and 
the target in response to a search request submitted by the searcher; wherein matches to the search 
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request are reported only if a degree of cx)nnection between the searcher and the target is within a 
specified connection threshold (see colunnn 4, lines 5-19). 

As per claim 118, Weinreich et al. further disclose providing information regarding inter-personal 
connections between the searcher and the target according to access control instructions of the 
connectors regarding levels of details of the connectors and their contacts that may be shared with others 
(see column 12, lines 48-58)^ 

As per claim 122, Weinreich et al. further disclose that the target comprises a verifier of 
information of another (see column 22, lines 1-20, where verifier of information of another is implied by 
the N degrees of relationships; if the target is selected from a relationship of another member, it is implied 
that the member verifies the target). 

As per claim 123, Weinreich et al. further disclose reporting verification infomnation regarding the 
target (see column 22, lines 1-4). 

As per claim 124, Weinreich et al. further disclose that the verification infomnation is compiled 
using social network analysis (see column 22, lines 1-4, where geography and occupation are social 
factors considered in the verification to find relationships between people). 

As per claim 143, Weinreich et al. further disclose that the relationship management tools are 
configured to analyze a user's communications with the user's contacts to detemnine natures of 
relationships with those contacts see (column 20, lines 41-54). 

As per claim 144, Weinreich et al. further disclose that the natures of relationships include degree 
of relationship (see column 22, lines 1-20). 

As per claim 145, Weinreich et al. further disclose that the relationship management tools are 
configured to analyze the matches to determine natures of relationships in chains of connections between 
the searcher and the individuals having personal profiles that satisfy one or more of the search criteria 
(see column 12, lines 48-58). 

As per claim 146, Weinreich et al. further disclose that the target comprises an individual who has 
previously made a request for the searchers attention (see column 22, lines 1-20, where the searcher can 



Application/Control Number: 09/852,336 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2153 

find a first degree relationship which was confirmed earlier implying the individual has made a request for 
the searchers attention earlier). 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

12. Claims 134-138 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Walker et al. (US 
5,884,270). 

As per claim 134, Walker et al. disclose a computer-implemented method, as claimed, comprising 
integrating third party verification reports regarding user-created personal profiles with such profiles for 
use in a computer-implemented match-making system (see column 4, lines 26-30 and Fig. 7); and 
utilizing such verification reports in reporting matches to search criteria established by a searcher (see 
columns 17 and 18, lines 63-67 and 1-22), said matches based in part on strengths of relationship in 
associated chains of connection between the searcher and potential targets (see column 16, lines 7-20). 

As per claim 135, Walker et al. further disclose that the matches are further based in part on a 
connection threshold established by the searcher (see column 16, lines 7-20, where the searcher can 
modify their search, implying setting a threshold). 

As per claim 136, Walker et al. further disclose viewing of at least portions or all of the verification 
reports is restricted according to access control instructions (see column 18, lines 17-21, where 
verification is sent to the requestor and not the party that is getting verified). 

As per claim 137, Walker et al. further disclose that the access control instructions are those of 
the verifier (see column 18, lines 17-21). 

As per claim 138, Walker et al. further disclose that the access control instructions are those of 
the user being verified (see columns 17 and 18, lines 63-67 and 1). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

14. Claims 80 and 92 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gilmour et al. 
as applied to claims 76 and 86 above, and further in view of Bukow (US 6,567,784). 

As per claim 80, although the system disclosed by Gilmour et al. shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose searching criteria comprising a personal 
profile that includes employment history. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Gilmour et al., as evidenced by Bukow. 

In an analogous art, Bukow discloses a searching system to match up workers with projects 
according to employment history (see Fig. 1 [138]). 

Given the teaching of Bukow, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Gilmour et al. by searching profiles based on 
employment history, such as disclosed by Bukow, in order to notify suitable workers that meet project 
specifications (see column 1, lines 53-60). 

As per claim 92, although the system disclosed by Gilmour et al. shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose searching criteria comprising a personal 
profile that includes employment history. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Gilmour et al., as evidenced by Bukow. 
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In an analogous art, Bukow discloses a searching system to match up workers with projects 
according to employment history (see Fig. 1 [138]). 

Given the teaching of Bukow, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Gilmour et al. by searching profiles based on 
employment history, such as disclosed by Bukow, in order to notify suitable workers that meet project 
specifications (see column 1, lines 53-60). 

15. Claims 84,89,125,126,127, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gilmour et al. as applied to claims 76 and 86 above, and further in view of Weinreich et al. (US 
6,175,831). 

As per claim 84, although the system disclosed by Gilmour et al. shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose degrees of trust between contacts specified 
through user profile criteria. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Gilmour et al., as evidenced by Weinreich et al. 

In an analogous art, Weinreich et al. disclose degrees of trust between contacts specified through 
user criteria (see column 2, lines 36-53 and column 4, lines 5-19). 

Given the teaching of Weinreich et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Gilmour et al. by employing degrees of trust, 
such as disclosed by Weinreich et al., in order to find common connections between members and the 
people they know. 

As per claim 85, Gilmour et al. in view of Weinreich et al. further disclose beginning with potential 
targets and working backwards to find connectors to the searcher (see Gilmour et al. column 24, lines 59- 
65, although not specifically stated, it is implied that by emailing the target, it is possible to work 
backwards to determine the searcher). 
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As per claim 125, although the system disclosed by Gilmour et al. shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose that the potential target comprises a verifier of 
information of another. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Gilmour et al., as evidenced by Weinreich et al. 

Weinreich et al. further disclose that the target comprises a verifier of information of another (see 
column 22, lines 1-20, where verifier of infomiation of another is implied by the N degrees of 
relationships; if the target is selected from a relationship of another member, it is implied that the member 
verifies the target). 

Given the teaching of Weinreich et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Gilmour et al. by employing verification of 
infomiation, such as disclosed by Weinreich et al., in order to confimi that the searcher will find 
infomiation from a target with valid credentials. 

As per claim 126. although the system disclosed by Gilmour et al. shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose reporting verification information regarding the 
target. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Gilmour et al., as evidenced by Weinreich et al. 

Weinreich et al. further disclose reporting verification information regarding the target (see column 
22, lines 1-4). 

Given the teaching of Weinreich et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Gilmour et al. by reporting verification 
infomiation, such as disclosed by Weinreich et al,, in order to confimi that the searcher will find 
information from a target with valid credentials. 

As per claim 127, although the system disclosed by Gilmour et al. shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose that the verification infomiation is compiled 
using social network analysis. 
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Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Gilmour et a!., as evidenced by Weinreich et al. 

Weinreich et al. further disclose that the verification information is compiled using social network 
analysis (see column 22, lines 1-4, where geography and occupation are social factors considered in the 
verification to find relationships between people). 

Given the teaching of Weinreich et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Gilmour et al. by employing social network 
analysis, such as disclosed by Weinreich et al., in order to detemiine if a person shares commonalities 
with the searcher to build new relationships. 

As per claim 89, although the system disclosed by Gilmour et al. shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose users' personal profiles that include 
information regarding contacts of each user. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Gilmour et al., as evidenced by Weinreich et al. 

In an analogous art, Weinreich et al. disclose users' personal profiles that include infomnation 
regarding contacts of each user (see column 2, lines 36-53 and column 4, lines 5-19). 

Given the teaching of Weinreich et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Gilmour et al. by employing degrees of trust, 
such as disclosed by Weinreich et al., in order to find common connections between members and the 
people they know. 

16. Claims 107and 147 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Weinreich et 
al. as applied to claim 105 above, and further in view of Gilmour et al. (US 6,115,709). 

Although the system disclosed by Weinreich et al. shows substantial features of the claimed 
invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose access control instructions comprising hierarchical security 
levels for personal infomnation. 
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Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Weinreich et al., as evidenced by Gilmour et al. 

In an analogous art, Gilmour et al, discloses access control instructions comprising hierarchical 
security levels for person infomnation (see column 21, lines 21-31, where access control is considered the 
public and private portions of the user knowledge profile). 

Given the teaching of Gilmour et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Weinreich et al. by employing access control 
instructions, such as disclosed by Gilmour et al., in order to allow the user to control the timing, 
circumstances and extent to which it is made accessible (see column 6, lines 9-19). 

As per claim 147, Weinreich et al. in view of Gilmour et al. further disclose that the access control 
instructions of one or more of the individuals represented by the inter-personal connections and the target 
require that a corresponding person be asked to personally communicate a response to a search (see 
Gilmour et al. column 21 , lines 2-22). 

17. Claims 111,113, and 114 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weinreich et al. as applied to claim 105 above, and further in view of Bukow (US 6,567,784). 

As per claim 111, although the system disclosed by Weinreich et al. disclose that the information 
regarding inter-personal connections between the searcher and the target returned to the searcher 
depends upon infomnation requested in the search request issued by the searcher, one or more criteria 
related to a searcher's personal profile (see column 20, lines 41-54), it fails to disclose one or more 
criteria related to a searcher's organization's profile. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Weinreich et al., as evidenced by Bukow. 

In an analogous art, Bukow discloses infomnation regarding connections between the searcher 
and the target returned to the searcher depends upon infomnation requested in the search request and 
one or more criteria related to a searcher's organization profile (see Fig. 1 [100], where an organizations 
profile is considered the project profiles being matched with potential worker profiles). 
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Given the teaching of Bukow, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Weinreich et al. by employing organization 
profiles, such as disclosed by Bukow, in order to notify suitable workers that meet project specifications 
(see Bukow column 1, lines 53-60). 

As per claim 113, although the system disclosed by Weinreich et al. disclose a computer- 
implemented method, comprising autonomously brokering a connection between a searcher and a target 
using contact lists of one or more connecting individuals in a inter-personal connection path between the 
searcher and the target in response to a search request (see column 4, lines 5-19), it fails to disclose the 
search request having been developed by the searcher in response to one or more prompts suggesting 
amendments which may be made to the searcher's personal profile in order to achieve objectives stated 
by the searcher in developing the search request. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Weinreich et al., as evidenced by Bukow. 
In an analogous art, Bukow disclose the search request having been developed by the searcher in 
response to one or more prompts suggesting amendments which may be made to the searcher's 
personal profile in order to achieve objectives stated by the searcher in developing the search request 
(see Fig. 1 [100], where an organizations profile is considered the project profiles being matched with 
potential worker profiles). 

Given the teaching of Bukow, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Weinreich et al. by employing organization 
profiles, such as disclosed by Bukow, in order to notify suitable workers that meet project specifications 
(see Bukow column 1, lines 53-60). 

As per claim 114, Weinreich et al. in view of Bukow further disclose autonomously brokering 
connections between the searcher and the target includes providing information regarding the inter- 
personal connection between the searcher and the target according to access control instructions of 
individuals represented therein regarding levels of details of themselves and their contacts that may be 
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shared with others (see cx)lumn 20, lines 41-54) and their contacts that may be shared with others (see 
column 12, lines 48-58). 

18. Claims 128-130 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Weinreich et al. 
and further in view of Meyering (US 5,729,735). 

As per claim 128, although the system disclosed by Weinreich et al. shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention: 

• brokering a connection between a searcher and a target using contact lists of one or 
more connecting entities in a connection path between the searcher and the target in 
response to a search request submitted by the searcher, each of the contact lists being a 
portion of a user profile of an associated user (see column 22, lines 1-20), 
it fails to disclose each user profile having associated access control instructions which determine 
portions of the user profiles which may be updated in remote user profile copies maintained by individuals 
other than the associated user to which the user profile pertains. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Weinreich et al., as evidenced by Meyering. 

In an analogous art, Meyering discloses user profile having associated access control instructions 
which determine portions of the user profiles which may be updated in remote user profile copies 
maintained by individuals other than the associated user to which the user profile pertains (see column 3, 
lines 12-22). 

Given the teaching of Meyering, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Weinreich et al. by employing copies of files 
maintained by individuals other than the associated user, such as disclosed by Meyering, in order to allow 
a user to freely add, delete or modify data in the remote file, while still having a backup (see Meyering 
column 2, lines 2-18). 
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As per claim 129, Weinreich et al. in view of Meyering further disclose that updating the remote 
user profile copies is performed automatically in response to changes in the associated user's user profile 
(see Meyering column 6, lines 45-62, where user's user profile is considered the master file). 

As per claim 130, Weinreich et al. in view of Meyering further disclose that updating of the remote 
user profile is performed in response to actions on the part of each individual maintaining such a remote 
user profile copy (see Meyering column 4, lines 54-60, where remote user profile is considered the 
remote file). 

19. Claims 93-101 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker et al. (US 
5,884,270) further in view of Weinreich et al. 

As per claim 93, although the system disclosed by Walker et al. disclose: 

• a computer-implemented method, as claimed, comprising integrating third party 
verification reports regarding user-created personal profiles with such profiles for use in a 
computer-implemented match-making system (see column 4, lines 26-30 and Fig. 7); and 

• utilizing such verification reports in reporting matches to search criteria established by a 
searcher (see columns 17 and 18, lines 63-67 and 1-22), 

it fails to disclose matches being within a degree of connection between the searcher and an individual 
represented thereby. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Walker et al, as evidenced by Weinreich et al. 

In an analogous art, Weinreich et al. disclose matches being within a degree of connection 
between the searcher and an individual represented thereby (see column 22, lines 1-20). 

Given the teaching of Weinreich et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Walker et al. by employing matches being within 
a degree of connection between the searcher and an individual represented thereby, such as disclosed 
by Weinreich et al., in order to find common connections between members and the people they know for 
other potential interests. 
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As per claim 94, Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al. further disclose that the verification 
reports are solicited independently of users to which they pertain (see Walker et al. column 18, lines 8- 
16). 

As per claim 95, Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al further disclose that the verification 
reports are not editable by users to which they pertain (see Walker et al. Fig 2A [250], where verification 
database is separate from the databases of users to which they pertain). 

As per claim 96, Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al. further disclose that the verification 
reports are solicited in connection with updates to the personal profiles (see columns 17 and 18, lines 63- 
67 and 1-22, where it is implied that the data stored in the databases can be verified again after an 
update has occured). 

As per claim 97, Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al. further disclose that the verification 
reports are not viewable by a user to which the report pertains (see Walker et al. Fig 2A [250], where 
verification database is separate from the databases of users to which they pertain). 

As per claim ,98, Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al. further disclose the personal profiles 
include skills (see Walker et al. column 6, lines 10-39, where skills are considered resume). 

As per claim 99, Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al. further disclose that the degree of 
connection represents a number of inter-person relationships between the searcher and the individual 
represented by the personal profile (see Weinreich et al. column 22, lines 1-20). 

As per claim 100, Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al. further disclose that the degree of 
connection is established by the individual represented by the personal profile (see Weinreich et al. 
column 14, lines 36-51). 

As per claim 101 , Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al. further disclose that the verification 
reports comprise aggregates of multiple individual verification reports (see Walker et al. Fig. 2C, where a 
list indicates multiple reports). 
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20. Claims 106,115,116,133, and 139-142 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Weinreich et al. as applied to claims 105 and 1 14 above, and further in view of Walker 
et al. 

As per claims 106 and 115, although the system disclosed by Weinreich et al. shows substantial 
features of the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose that at least one of the access 
control instructions requires personal communication between the searcher and a corresponding 
connecting individual prior to direct contact between the searcher and the target. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Weireich et al., as evidenced by Walker et al. 

In an analogous art. Walker et al, disclose that at least one of the access control instructions 
requires personal communication between the searcher and a corresponding connecting individual prior 
to direct contact between the searcher and the target (see column 18, lines 23-34, where corresponding 
individual is considered the verification authority). 

Given the teaching of Walker et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Weinreich et al. by employing personal 
communication between the searcher and a corresponding individual, such as disclosed by Walker et al., 
in order verify that the data the target provided was accurate. 

As per claim 116, although the system disclosed by Weinreich et al. a computer-Implemented 
method, comprising autonomously brokering a connection between a searcher and a target using contact 
lists of one or more connecting entities in a connection path between the searcher and the target in 
response to a search request submitted by the searcher (see column 22, lines 1-20), providing 
infonnation regarding inter-personal connections between the searcher and the target according to 
access control instructions of the connecting entities regarding levels of details of the connecting entities 
and contacts specified in profiles of the connecting entities that may be shared with others (see column 
12, lines 48-58), it fails to disclose at least one of the connecting entities being an organization having a 
profile that is an aggregate of one or more individual profiles of members of the organization. 
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Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Weinreich et al., as evidenced by Walker et al. 

In an analogous art, Walker et al. disclose at least one of the connecting entities being an 
organization having a profile that is an aggregate of one or more individual profiles of members of the 
organization (see columns 16 and 17, lines 60-67 and 1-3, where an organization is implied by people 
candidates work with). 

Given the teaching of Walker et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Weinreich et al. by employing organizational 
profiles, such as disclosed by Walker et al., in order to find new workers and their networks for projects. 

As per claims 133, Weinreich et al. in view of Walker et al. further disclose that the connections 
are reported as potential matches ranked according to degrees of connection (see Weinreich et al. 
column 22, lines 1-20. where ranking is considered compiling relations). 

As per claim 139, Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al. further disclose that the verification 
reports are solicited independently of users to which they pertain (see Walker et al. column 18, lines 8- 
16). 

As per claim 140, Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al further disclose that the verification 
reports are not editable by users to which they pertain (see Walker et al. Fig 2A [250], where verification 
database is separate from the databases of users to which they pertain). 

As per claim 141 , Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al. further disclose that the verification 
reports are solicited in connection with updates to the personal profiles (see columns 17 and 18, lines 63- 
67 and 1-22, where it is implied that the data stored in the databases can be verified again after an 
update has occured). 

As per claim 142, Walker et al. in view of Weinreich et al. further disclose that the verification 
reports are not viewable by a user to which the report pertains (see Walker et al. Fig 2A [250], where 
verification database is separate from the databases of users to which they pertain). 
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Conclusion 

21 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
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